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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Applicant and the Examiner agreed to add "wherein the 
definitions in the property file do not adhere to a COBOL copybook syntax" and "based on the instruction, wherein the 
string of test data is structurally equivalent to a data string output by a COBOL application and includes a sequence of 
the data values that are not delimited by any special character and arranged in accordance with the sequence of 
corresponding field identifiers defined by one of the test string formats" to the independent claims to further clarify the 
invention claimed. 



